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SUPPLEMENT
T O T H E

Sermon preached at Lincoln s-Inn^

On January 30. 1732.

Holy Father,

Apply to you without Form
or Compliment, about cercain
Doubts and Difficulties, which,
I am told, no man is fo fit as
you to anfwer and refolve.

Your great Abilities (I do not
lay m Divinity; for that is a very different
thmg, but) in Canons, Diftindiions, Difci-
plme, and all Parts of Church-Attorneyflup
are allowed by all Men: Even fijch as difpute
His Majefty's Title to the Crown, allow you
that of an Excelle?jt Churchman. As I aim at
no Preferment, and therefore bring no In-
cenfe, I was willing to fliew you, that it v/as
poffible to dedicate to you without Worflup
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or Daubing. Befides, I take this my Addrefs

to vou to be exceeding fuitable; fince you,

who have made Church-Power and Church-

Revenues fo much your Care and Purfuit are

a proper Judge, whether what I have fa>d of

the evil Influence of Church-Power and Re-

venue over Religion and human Society be

""you, who muft have traced ecclefiaftical

Grandeur up to its firft Sources and maAed

its Progrefs, Improvements and Variations,

can readily explain how it arofe, how it was

ufed, whether righteoufly acquired whether

honeftly employed, how it aftefted the Laity,

how the Clergy; what Tendency it had to

advance Reli^on and civil Happinefs, what

Succefs in mending the Morals, and mcrea-

fing the Humility and pious Labours ot

Churchmen. ,

You who are known to contend ior eccle-

fiaftical Authority, can demonftrate what

that Authority is, whence derived, by whom

and over whom to be exercifed how to be

reconciled to Confcience. Chriftianity, and

common Senfe ; whether it can produce or

preferve Convidion, and make Me" C^'fti-

ans, or continue them fo; and whether fuch

Authority be confiftent ^i* ^^afon and

Grace, or whether Reafon and Grace do not

exclude and deftroy fuch Authority; as alfo

how fuch Authority confifts with the Oaths

of the Clergy, who fwear to «no""«
J-J
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Claim to any Power of any kind or fort what-

foever, but what they derive from the Crown.
Pray tell us, what any Clergyman can do,

which any Layman, who can read and write,

cannot do, and may not do, if the Law ap-

point him ? Is it not the Law alone, which
has the Power to qualify, and can alone dif-

qualify ? "Whoever maintains the contrary,

incurs a Frcemiinire, Have the Clergy any

Revelation but the Bible? And is not fuch

Revelation made to the Laity, and indeed,

without Reftridion, to all Men? And are

not the neceflary and pradical Parts of the

Bible very plain and intelligible to Lay-men ?

And have Clergymen ever agreed about ex-

plaining the dark Parts ? I wifh none had
ever endeavoured to darken the cleareft Parts

of it, or to hide and fupprefs the Whole. If

the AfTertion of any Powers invifible in Men,
that is, Powers which have no vifible Effed:,

be other than a Dream and Forgery j you
will do well to {hew what they are, whence
they are, and how they effeft their ftrange

and inviiible Feats. To read Prayers, and

Scriptures, and Sermons ; to give Bread and

Wine, and fay words over them ; to fprinkle

Water upon Babes j to declare what offends

God and his Lav/ j and to Vv'ear Gowns and

Bands, and broad Hats, are Exploits which
may be performed by very meanMen amongft

the Laity: And to judge and declare who are

qualified to perform them, is a Task as eafy

as
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as the reft. Will you fay, that fuch Fundli-

ons are lefs efFe(5lual in a Layman, or more fo

in a Clergyman ? Who told you fo ? It may
be fo faid in the old popifli Canons or School-

men, and in the extravagant Writings of fome

Ecclefiafticks j but no where in the New Te^
{lament.

Will you fay, that God blefTes any pious

Office done by a Layman, lefs than when
done by a Clergyman ? And v/hat Idea would

this give us of God ? Will you fay that a lit-*

tie Infant, free from Offence, and incapable

of offending, is therefore debarred from Hea-

ven, or any part of Blifs, becaufe he dies un-

baptized, or was baptized by a Layman?
And what Idea does fuch a Tenet exhibit of

the divine Being ? Or, if a Layman can do

this facred Office effedually. Why not more

Offices, and all ?

You know what Impious Notions many
Clergymen have broached and held about

Baptifm, as if no Salvation could be had

without it, and no Baptifm without them.

This is one of the monftrous, I had almoft

faid blafphemous. Whims refulting from the

other monflrous Whim, that of an indelible

Character j which is a Whim fo very ftrange

and inconceivable, that where 'tis once belie-

ved and eftabliflied, 'tis no wonder to fee the

wildefl Extravagancies, and even Impoffibi-

lities and Contradidions maintained and be-

lieved in confequcnce of it : Since from any

fenfelels
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fenfelefs Pofition whatfoever, endlefs Dedu-
ctions of Nonlenfe can be drawn, and may
feem naturally to follow; and one Contra-

didtion fhall produce, and illuftrate, and

prove an hundred Contradictions. Thus, if

either the indelible Characfter, or apoftolic

Succeffion, or Infallibility, or Power of bind-

ing and looiing be but allowed; from thefe,

or any of thefe, all the moil fraudulent, fa-

natical, and engroffing Claims of the Pope
and Popifh Clergy, may be deduced and efla-

blifhed.

May not a Layman perform all fpiritual

Offices, where there are no Clergymen ? Is a

Chapter of the Bible iefs edifying when read

by a Layman, than when read by a Clergy-

man ? I ask this the rather, becaufe I knew a
Tradefman, who read Prayers and the Scri-

pture on Sundays at a foreign Fishery, where
there were no Clergy, and he was therefore

thought proper to be put into Deacon's Or-
ders, as if he had been thence the better qua-
lified for reading Prayers and the Bible. Was
this Employment in him either more facred

or more effectual afterwards than before ? If
it was. What an Idea does this too give us of
the Great God ? Or have the Clergy fuccced-
ed better than Laymen, in appointing one
another? Father P^j^^/ fays, and Hiftory fays,

the contrary. That excellent Writer lays it

down as Faft, That the beft Bifhops were
piade by Princes; and th^t whenever the

Clergy
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Clergy had the condudting of their own Elc-

d:ions, infinite Diforders enfued. So little,

or fo ill Effed: had their indelible "Charader

in making and appointing one another. Was
not this Pretence to an indelible Charadter,

one great Source of Popery and the Inquili-

tion, and of all the Terrors, Frauds, and De-
formities of Prieftcraft ? And was it not na-

tural for Indelibility to produce Infallibility ;

and is there more to be faid for the former

than for the latter ?

I (hould alfo be glad to hear you difcourfe

rationally about Pluralities and Commen-
dams, and fhew their Confiflency with the

Duty and Call of fuch Churchmen as poffefs

them. As they who do not refide, do not

labour^ Should fuch as do no Work, receive

Pay? Beneficium propter officium^ was the Stile

of old J and Benefices were given for fpiritual

Purpofes. Indeed the temporal Part was
only confidered in a fecond and circumftan-

tial Senfe. " Afterwards, fays Father Faul^
** the fpiritual Part was forgot, and nothing
" but the Profits regarded." This was la-

mentable Corruption j yet fuch as dealt in it,

and, in truth, in little elfe, called themfelves

holy Men j that is, the moft fordid, the mofl

corrupt and covetous, fuch as made Trafiic

of Churches and Souls, afiumed to be holy,

and claimed an indelible Character.

In the primitive Times, it was fcandalous

and forbidden, that any Clerk {hould quit

his
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Lis Cure, though ever fo poor, for another

though richer. It was alledged and ordain-

ed, That if any Bifliop defpifed his Billiop-

rick for being fmall, and fought after a greater

Diocefe and larger Rents, he fhould not only

never obtain the greater BiQioprick, which

throu^^h A-varice he defired, but even lofe

that which he already poffeiTed , and

through Pride defpifed. What can be a more

facrcd Truft than a Trufl of Soulsj what fo

important? Does it not require all the Time
and Attention that mortal Men can beflovv ?

And how is fach Duty to be reconciled to

Pkualities and Ccmmendams, how to Non-
refidence? Tne holding of more Churches

than one, was adjudged by fome principal

Fathers of the primitive Church, to be fpiri-

tual Polygamy: And I queflion whether a

Plurality of Wives, though Felony by our

Law, be fo finful, or can have fuch bad

Confequences, when we confider that fome
Paftors who are greatly endowed, hardly ever

fee the Faces of their Flocks : Some have fe-

veral Flocks, and feed none of them, but

take vaft Pay for nothing, and employ Un-
derlings for poor Wages. If thefe Underlings

and thefe poor Wages are luiiicient, as by
their Praclice thefe great Clergymen fliew

that they think. Is it not natural for the Lai-

ty to defire to make as good Bargains as the

Clergy ? Is it not natural to conclude, that

fmce the higheft and moil folemn Onices

B may
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may be performed at a fmall Expence, as is

manifeft from the hiring of Curates, it would
be but Prudence to fave fuch high Revenues

given to fuch as do nothing but hire others ?

How a fpiritual Truft once conferred, could

be afterwards delegated to another, the Truft

itfelf transferred, and the Advantao;es refer-

ved, I could never yet account either from
the Gofpel of Chrilf, or from the natural

Ideas of Morality. Yet are not great Reve-

nues daily dehred upon the Eredion of any

new Church, though he who is to enjoy

them, often does no Duty at all, but leaves

it to a cheap Hireling ? And is not that Ser-

vice for which the Parifli is to pay many
Hundreds a yeaf, often performed for thirty

or forty Pounds a year ? Some civil Trulls

may be thus executed by Deputies; but is

this a way to deal (I had almofl faid to traf--

fie) with Souls, and to be anfwerable for

them ? Is this fpiritual Fatherfliip ? Is this

apoftolic, or are thofe who do fo flill Succef-

fors to the Apoilles ? I ihould be glad to hear

you explain this, and fliew whether any Man
who profeiTed to turn Religion into a Trade,

could ad in a different or more lucrative

manner.

I have liicev/ife fome Doubts to propofe to

you about Excommunication, which, I fear,

is little underflood, and greatly abufed. If it

were originally no more than turning a Man
put of a Society with the Laws of which he

would
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would not comply, as v/as really the Cafe,

and as is daily done in common Clubs, and

in Juntoes of Traders j is it not notorious

Abufe, as well as extremely daring and wick-

ed, to conflrue it into the difmal Delivery of

a Soul to the Devil and Damnation ? Will,

you fay, dare you venture to fiy, that a Per-

fon excommunicated is in the Power of Sa-

tan, and that fuch a Sentence fends him thi-

ther ? If it do, they who pronounce it muft

be the mofl wicked and impious of all Men

;

nor can any earthly Coniideration excufe

them. Is it for Tithe ? Then is their Tithe

dearer to them than an immortal Soul. Is it

not for Tithe, but for Contumacy, in not

appearing and owning their Jurifdidtion ?

Then is their Pride and Jurifdiclion of more
Weight with them than the Salvation of
Men ? But if Excommunication have no fuch

Effedt, why is not the Bugbear removed, by
explaining it into a reafonable and a chriflian

Meaning? Or rather, why is a Practice which
cannot be of God, fufFered to continue, why
impioufly continued in his Name ? And can
any Man who defends Excommunication, ar-

gue againfl: Purgatory ? The temporal Effcds
of it are fufficiently heavy and hard 3 fo hard,

that nothing under the highefi Coniideraticn

can juftify the Man who brings them down
upon another. Its fpiritual Operation, were
it true, would indeed be fhocking and fright-

ful. But who would affront the Divine Be-
B 2 ing,
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In^, by believing that he, the Author of

IVIercy and Wifdom, could contradift his

own Nature to gratify the Peevifhnefs and

Cruelty of weak and revengeful Men ?

They who are apt to bring the Charge of

Blafphemy againft others, often upon very

fmall, fometimes upon very ludicrous Occa-

fions, would do well to confider, V/hether

there can be higher Blafphemy, than to afiert

a Power in Man- of directing or obliging the

Almighty; a Privilege to apply the Might
.

and Terrors of Omnipotence to the Perdition

of Men ? 1 prefume you will not fay of Ex-

communication, what I am told the reve-

.

rend Dr. Fiddes fays of Popifh Indulgences in

his Hiftory oi Henry VIII. That they were a

Treajure 'which the Church had bee?i long in

polfeJEcn of. , ^ i.

I leave it therefore to your Juagment, whe-

ther this fpiritual Engine be for the Service

of Chrift's Church, or -for the Credit of

fuch as call themfelves his Minifters ;
and

whether what is Hiocking to Senfe and Hu-

manity, can ever be true in Religion, or a

' Part of Religion, I mean of the Chnitian

Religion. ,

I would alfo humbly propofe it to your

ferious Thoughts, whether amongfl your

ttublick Admonitions and Reproofs to the

Laity, you might not think it advifable, and

find caufe, to let your Brethren the Clergy

have their Share. Are there no prevailing

Miftakes
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Miftakes or Diforders amongfl them? No
ftrange and unreafonable Claims maintained

by them who are called Orthodox, no extra-

vagant Writings publiflied, no wild and paf-

fionate Sermons preached? Is Orthodoxy alone

never preferred by you to eminent Piety and

Sufficiency^ under lufpicion of Heterodoxy ?

Is the Man who afferts Chriji's Kingdom not

to be of this Worlds as dear to you as they who
would found worldly Power upon the Gofpel

of Chriftj and ere6t a Prieflhood with Power,

in virtue of being Succeffors to him, who
had no Power, and difclaimed all Power ?

Are you equally tender to the Failings of

Laymen, as to thofe of Clergymen ? Or is it

your Opinion and Policy, that the fame

fhould be concealed and difTembled, at lead

not expofed to the profane Laity ?

I remember an Inftance, where I thought

the Partiality of a more than Reverend Cler-

gyman too apparent : For whilil: He mani-

fefted much jufh Zeal for capitally punifhing

certain beaftly Offenders againll the Law, and

Purity and Defign of Nature, I mean Lay-
Offenders-^ all Hi^ Zeal cooled, at leaft pro-

duced fmall Effedt, in the Cafe of a Brother

DoBcr found to have been flagrantly guilty

of that Abominatibn for many Years, and of-

ten in a very facred Place : Yet this Dodor
efcaped with an Admonition and a fmall

Fine, in a Court too where that more than

Reverend Clergyman was thought to have no

3 fmaU
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fmall Influence. And I fuppofe, that that

unnatural Sinner was flill efleem'd to be a

tt^iie Minijler of the Churchy fince he is ft ill

left to adt as fuch, and to receive the Stipend

of fuch, doubtlefs to the great Edification of

Souls, and Credit of Orthodoxy and of Epif-

copal Courts. So far was that more than

Reverend Clergyman from applying, on this

Occafion, to the fecular Arm, though He
had juft before praifed it for finding out, and

pouring down its deadly Terrors upon, fuch

beflial Criminals.

A little of your publick and private Advice

to your Brethren, recommending to them
more Meeknefs and Moderation, with a Be-

haviour more complaifant and lefs litigious

towards their People, would be of \si^. I

hear that you give them very different Advice,

even to be es troublefome and vexatious to

their People as they can, by departing from

fettled Cufloms, and ftarting new Demands.

Such Advice is by no means proper for them,

nor do they want it. It is certain, they would

do well not to render themfelves daily more

unpopular and obnoxious by Haughtinefs,

Greedinefs, and Law-Suits. My Lord Cla-

rendon owns, that the Clergy of that Time,

fupported and animated by Archbif]:iop Laudy

grew afTuming, and lived not well with their

Neighbours in the Country. This bred ill

Blood towards them ; and when they were

pulled down, it was remembered how inlo-

lently
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lently they had behaved when they were up-
permofl : Hence the eafier v/ay was made for

the fowre and gloomy Set who fucceeded

then.

The prefent daily Increafe of their Proper-

ty, their Monopoly of Advowfons, their

breaking all the Modus's, their frequent Sue-

cefs in troubl^fome Suits, and their apparent

Fondnefs of fuch, help to footh and exalt

them : But as all this is feen, and felt, and
regretted by the whole Body of the Laity, it

may bring a Storm ftrong enough to over-

throw all thefe Advantages. Perhaps too A-
bufes, not now thought of, will be then fought,

and found, and feverely redreffed.

This Thought is really painful to me; in

the Sincerity of my Heart I fpeak it : For I

dread all great Changes, and all Approaches
towards fuch. I would therefore have the

Clergy provoke none. They mufl: not, in

an enlightened Age, and an Age of Liberty,

think themfelves a Match for the Laity, were
the Laity once tempted to exert themfelves.

Perhaps they were never lefs a Match for the

Laity than now. Times and Countries have

been, when the People were fo blind, or fo

awed, that though Religion was turned pub-
lickly into Power and Gain, they could not

perceive it, or durfl not cenfure it. Such
Times are no longer, nor is England that

Country no\v,

Modefly
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Modefty and Meeknefs, in the Language

and Writings of the Clergy, is likewife al-

ways commendable, and no more than good

Policy. The fierce and provoking Stile is

not the Chriilian, nor the gaining Stile ; and

Pride and Pafiion are ill Proofs of Religion,

But moft unpardonable is thePrad:ice of fuch,

who, when a Man differs from them in any

ecclefiaftical Point, though utterly foreign

from Religion, yet charge him confidently

with Infidelity, let his Stile be ever fo Chri-

flian, and his Profefiions for Chriftianity ever

fo flrong. This Praftice, foiiow it who will,

is unchrifliian and malicious, but {liamefuUy

common. I therefore like Dr. Conybear's late

Book for its Temper and Civility ; nor, as

far as I have looked into it, could I find any

Strokes of Pertnefs or Anger j two Ingredi-

ents very common in the Works of Ecclefi-

afticks. Another Dodor, of fome Name in

Controverfy, and an Advocate and an An-

fwerer on the fame Side, hath fliewn fuch

wild Tranfports, fuch Virulence and Scurri-

lity, that it is not to be determined, whether

the Madman, the Scold, or the Executioner,

predominate mofl in his Compofition.

I have heard that even you, holy Father,

with ail your Affedation of Smoothnefs and

Temper, have treated Gentlemen with very

coarfe Names, for no other Reafon, than that

they differed from you about Matters of

Power and Speculation. This was not wife

:

(That
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(That it was ill-bred, I do not wonder), and

it might tempt, and perhaps warrant Gentle-

men fo ufed to treat .you very roughly. A
Monfter is by no «neans a proper Name for

Gentlemen, fome of them as well efleemed

and as generally beloved as you are. I could

paint fuch Ufage in Colours which you would
not like. I could likewife draw fuch a Cha-
racter of fome who are dead (for upon the

Dead and Living, Monjler and Infidel are

Names which, it feems, you freely throw)

:

i fay, I could reprefent fome of them in fuch

'Lights, fuch true Lights, as would equal,

and, I doubt, much foil the beft that you can
be fhewn in. I could reprefent their amia-

ble and benevolent Minds, their great Know-
ledge, their elevated Capacity, their univer^

itil Litegrity and Love of Mankind, their

Scorn of Hypocrify and little Party-Views-,

of narrow Spirits, and of every mean and
felfidi Artifice. .

"

'

'v. But I want Room and Time to enter fully

into the pleafing and mournful Theme. Nei-
ther do I think myfelf qualified to make
'equal Returns to coarfe Ufage. Let me juil

Tay, that the Words Injidel and htfJelity, as

"they are grown Terms of Anger and Re-
'proach, can feldom become the Mouth or

Pen of a candid or well-bred Man. Pardoii

'me, when I affert, that every Man living has

as good a right to differ in Opinion from you,

as you have to differ from him : If you think

C or
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or maintain the contrary, you have a ;;/o«-

Jiroui Share of Pride or Folly ; nor do I know
a greater Monfter amongft Men, than the

folemn Hypocrite, who pretends to derive

Pomp, and Power, and worldly Wealth out

of the New Teftament ; who would confine

the uncontroulable Freedom of the Soul by
human Articles and Reftridtions, and treats

fuch as follow Reafon and not him, with

Spite and faucy Language.— -But I check

myfelf ; nor will I finifh my Picture of this

fort of Monjier, left the Likenefs might be

too glaring. I therefore return to advife youj

and here let me allure you, that it isrepugnant

to all Candor, and unworthy your Character,

to defcend to mean Solicitations, and to teaze

for Profecutions againft fuch Writings and

Authors as thwart you. In Matters of Reli-

gion, no Book which can be anfwered, ought

to be profecuted ; nor can you find any Ho-
nour in fuch Profecution, no more than you

can floew Charity in procuring it. A Mini-

fter of Truth begging the Aid of worldly

Penalties in a Difpute about Spirituals, makes

a poor, a ftrange, and a fcandalous Figure.

Such Condudt feems only to fuit with world-

ly Defigns, and to bewray, if not the Weak-
nefs of his Caufe, at leaft his Infufficiency to

defend it.

To oppofe Force to juft Reafoning, is un-

juilj to anfv/er falfe Reafoning by Force, is

fooliQi and needlefs. A bad Caufe is quickly

refuted,
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refuted, a good Caufe eafily defended j and

Chriftianity, though it can bear much Seve-

rity and Violence, can never exercife nor

warrant any : nor was the Chrillian Name
ever more abufed, than when proitituted to

juftify Rigor and Violence : And Punilliment

for Opinion might indeed be of ecclefiajiical^

but could never be of chrijlian Pedigree.

You have, Holy Father, the Reputation

of a ftrong Churchman; and Charity obliges

me to believe you a Chriftian; (for the Chri-

ftian Spirit is not fufpicious no more than re-

vengeful) Be the Churchman ftill; but let the

Chriftian predominate, and then I dare fay

you will never foUicit another Profecution.

The Clergy, to a Man, believe your Heart

bent upon Church Power, and upon all the

Means that lead to it. You have alfo tho-

roughly convinced the Laity in this Point,

though 'tis faid that you had rather they were
not fo convinced, and are wont to fpeak to

them in a Stile not at all favouring of a Paf-

flon for facerdotal Rule : Which Behaviour

in you is only artful, and muft not be called

falfe or ijifiicere, fince Iniincerity is not a

chriftian Virtue. But fuch Art, when found

out, lofes its Ufe : You would therefore do
well to drop fuch of your grand Views as

bode not well towards the Laity j for they

are upon their Guard, and I would not have

you put them upon trying their Strength and

rvletrle.

C 2 Rather
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Rather take a contrary and fecurer Me-.
tliod ; furrender your weak Paffes, give up
indefenlible Points, claim nothing but what
the Conftituiion gives you, afFedl not to be

more than what the Law makes you j fepa-

rate not vourfelf and Brethren too much from
the Laity ^ for woe be to you, if ever they
fljould feparate themfelves from you. If up-
on Examination you find any Milftones about

the Neck of your Caufe, any exceffive Abfur-

dities, any contradictory Tenets, any terrible

Claims, any hurtful or opprefiive Pra^ices,

any unpopular Principles or Rules, fuch as

fquare not with the general Interefts and Sen-

timents of the Laity: Begin, O holy Father,

to throw off fuch Milflones into the Sea, lefl

they pull you thither after them. 'Tis better

to quit, with a good Grace, even the mofl

favourite Point or Miftake, than be forced to

quit it with Shame and the Imputation of

.Obftinacy.

What thofe Milftones, thofe indefenfible

Points are, I pretend not farther to explain

to one of your Sagacity. Some of them I

have named. In your Refearches for others,

perhaps it may merit fome Inquiry, or per-

haps very little, wdiether ecclefiaflical Courts

be any confiderable Support or Credit to the

Caufe of the Church (for I think Religion has

little to do with them). I will venture to

fay, that Excommunication is a Matter of

very ferious, of very melancholy Attention to

every
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every Man who believes in God, and has a

regard for the Bodies or Souls of Men. Are

there not moreover fome Things in the Oath
given to Churchwardens, hard, if not im-
poffible to be keptj either obliging them to

be perjured themielves, or uneafy and even in-

tolerable to their Neighbours ? And are there

not certain odd and contradictory Oaths in

the Univerfities, which are a Scandal to Re-
ligion, and a Contradidlion to Learning, and

even to Morality ? x'^nd does it not become
the Zeal of any Chriflian Paftor, to remove
all fuch Scandals ? And would they not be

removed, if Religion were as much confider-

ed as eccleliaftical Policy and Povv'er ?

I would likewife humbly propofe, whe-
ther a true, a good, or even a chriflian ufe

has been generally made of the 30th of Ja-
nuary^ whether thofe of your Order have
generally a6ted upon it like Ambafladors of
^rutb and Peace? and whether either the ci-

vil Government of King Charles I. or the ec-

clefiaflical Government of Archbifliop Laud,
be proper Patterns to be followed in a free

and a chriflian Country r I think that, in my
Sermon, I have amply fnewn that they are

not. Let me add here one remarkable Paf-

fage out o^ Riifkii-crtb : " About this time (in

", the Year 1636) the new Statutes for the
" Univerfity of Oxford, were finifhed and
" publifhed in Convocation. The Preface
" difparaged King Edivard the Vlth's Times

" and
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" a^d Government, declaring, the Dlfcipline
" of the Univerlity was difcompofed by that
" icing's Injundtions, and that it did revive
** and flourifli again in Queen Mary*s Days
*"* under Cardinal Pool ; v/hen by the much
" ro be defired Felicity of thofe Times, an
" inbred Candor fupplied the Defed of Sta-
" tutes."

Was there ever in any Declaration, even
from the Vatican, more of the Popifli Stile

and Spirit ? The Times and Government of
that excellent Prince, that pious Proteftant

and Reformer, Edwai'd the Vlth, are tradu-

ced by an Efjglijh Convocation, for his having

unfettled the old Popifh Difcipline, and re-

duced it nearer to the Genius of the Refor-

mation, The Days of that Popifh Bigot,

Queen Mar\\ are v^ifhed for; that is, the

Days when Popery, with all its Power and
Fury, was reftored, the Proteftant Religion

aboiifhed, and Proteftants openly and merci-

lefly burned ; a Romijh Cardinal is mentioned

and extolled for his Church Government, and
Pop if]-. Superftition, and Bigotry, and blind

Obedience, are reprefented as inbred Ca?idor.

Sav, Holy Father, were the Members of

this Convocation Proteftants, or was Laudy
who governed them, a Proteftant ? And was
it any Hardfhip or Wonder, that he and they

were reprefented as Papifts ? And what was
that King who fubmitted to, and aftifted

them in all their violent and popifli Purfuits?

i^,ay.



{ 23)
nay, was their Advocate againft himfelf j

when inftead of afferting his Prerogative and

Supremacy, and fupporting the Univerlity of

Cambridge^ who oppofed Laud's Vifitarion of

them, as what he could not undertake with-

out the King's Commiffion ; he, even the

King in Perfon, argued for this Ufurpation,

for this Invafion of his Royalty, for this Sei-

zure and Impropriation of his Power and

Dignity ?

Strange Condefcenfion and Folly in him,

as well as Inconfiftency of Character ! fond

of exalting the Prerogative over the Belly of

Law and Juftice where the Laity were con-

cerned, yet poorly laying it under the Feet

of the Clergy, where the Protedlion of his

People, and his own Duty and Honour,
called upon him to preferve and exert it. I

fliall here add a further Catalogue of his Op-
preffions, as the fame are fummed up in a

lively manner by the late excellent Mr. 'Treji-

chard^ in his ^hort Hijlory of Sta?iding Armiis
in England.—" This King's whole Reign was one con-
" tinned Adt againfl: the Laws : He difTolved
" his firft Parliament for prefuming to en-
" quire into his Father's Death, though he
" loft a great Sum of Money by it, which
** they had voted him : He entered at the
" fame time into a War with Frmice and
" ^pain^ upon the private Piques of 5^/r/^/V;^-

" baniy who managed them to the eternal

" Diflionour
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Diflionour and Reproach of the Englijh

Nation; witnefs the ridiculous Enterpri-

zes upon Cadiz and the Ifle of Rhee : He
delivered Pemiington sFIqqi into the Fre?icb

Hands, betrayed the poor Rochellers, and

fuffered the Proteflant Intereft in France

to be quite extirpated : He raifed Loans,

Excifes, Coat and Condudt-Money, Tun-
nage and Poundage, Knighthood and Ship-

Money, without Authority of Parliament;

impofed new Oaths on the Subjects to dif-

cover the Value of their Eftates; imprifon-

ed great Numbers of the" moft confidera-

ble Gentry and Merchants for not paying

his arbitrary Taxes ; fome he fent beyond
Sea, and the poorer fort he prefs'd for Sol-

diers : He kept Soldiers on free Quarter,

and executed martial Law upon them : He
granted Monopolies without Number, and

broko the Bounds of the Forefts : He eredl-

ed arbitrary Courts, and enlarged others;

as the HighCommiffion-Court,Star-Cham-

ber. Court of Honour, Court of Requefts,

^c. and unfpeakable Oppreffions were com-
mitted in them, even to Men of the firfl

Quality. He commanded the Earl of -Bn-

Jiol and Bifhop of hincoln not to come to

Parliam.ent ; committed and profecuted a

great many of the mofc eminent Members
of the Houfe of Commons for what they

did there, fome for no Caufe at all j and

W'ould not let them have the Benefit of
*' Habeas
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«^ Habeas Corpus: Sufpended and confined

** Archbifliop Abbot^ becaufe he would not

" licenfe a Sermon that afferted defpotick

" Power, whatever other Caufe was pretend-

« ed: He fufpended the Bifliop of Glou-

" cefler for refufing to fwear never to con-

" fent to alter the Government of the Church:
" Supported all his arbitrary Minilters againft

" the Parliament, telling them, he 'wondered

*< at the foolijJ: hnpudence of any one to think

'^ he would part with the rneanejl of his Ser-

" vants upon their Account : And indeed in

*' his Speeches, or rather Menaces, he treat-

*' ed them like his Footmen, calling them
*' U72dufifulJeditious, and Vipers : He brought
'' unheard-of Innovations into the Church,
*' preferred Men of arblsrary Principles, and
*' inclinable to Popery, efpecially thofe Fire-

" brands Laud, Montague, and Manwaringi
*' one of whom had been complained ot m
*' Parliament, another impeached for ad-

" vancing Popery, and the third condemn-
*' ed in the Houfe of Lords: He difpenfed

*' with the Laws againft Papifts, and both
*' encouraged and preferred them : He cal-

*' led no Parliament for twelve Years toge-

** ther, and in that time governed as arbi-

*' trarily as the Grand Sigfiior: He abetted

*' the Irijh Maffacre, as appears by their

" producing a Commiflion under the Great-

D " Sea
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" Seal of Scotland ; by the Letter of Charles

" the Second m favour of the Marquis of
" A?itrimy by his flopping the Succours that

" the Parhament fent to reduce Ireland^ fix

*' Months under the Walls of Chejier-, by his

*' entering into a Treaty with the Rebels,

" after he had engaged his Faith to the Par-
" liament to the contrary; and bringing over
*' many Thoufands of them to fight againll

" his People. •

" Upon pretence of the Spanijh and French
" War, he raifed many thoufand Men, who
*' lived upon free Quarter, and robbed and
" deftroyed v/here-ever they came : But be-
" ing unfuccefsful in his Wars abroad, and
" prefTed by the Clamours of the People at

" home, he was forced to disband them.
" In 1627 he fent over 30000/. to Holland,

" to raife 3000 German Horfe to force his

" arbitrary Taxes; but this Matter taking

" Wind, and being examined by the Parlia-

*' ment, Orders were fent to countermand
*' them. In the 15th Year of his Reign, he
" gave a Commiflion to Strafford to raife

*' 8000 Irijh to be brought into England

i

" But before they could get hither, the Scots

*' were in Arms for the like Oppreffions,

" and marched into Northumberland, which
*' forcing him to call a Parliament, prevent-
** ed that Defign, and fo that Army was

*^ dif«
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disbanded. Soon after he raifed an Army
in England to oppofe the ScotSj and tam^
pered with them to march to London^ and
dilTolve the Parliament : But this Army
being compofed, for the moil part, of the

Militia, and the Matter being communica-^

ted to the Houfe, who immediately fell on
the Officers that were Members, as ^J/j^
burnhafUj Wilmot^ Foliard^ &c. the Defign

came to nothing.'*

I could quote much more from the fame
Pamphlet 3 but, to ufe the Words of the Au-
thor, it is ejtdlefs to enumerate all the Opprejji^

ens of his Reign. What think you, holy Fa-
ther, of the Panegyricks made upon fuch a

Prince for almofl a Century paft by the Cler-

gy, or of the Clergy who made and make
thofe Panegyricks either upon him or Laiid^

I think nothing is more manifeft, than that

In thofe Days there was a fettled Purpofe,

both in the Court and in the Churchmen, to

overturn the Reformation and the Conflitu-

tion; nay, each of thefe Dcligns was well

nigh accomplifhed J and it was already the

Fafliion, not only to treat fuch who adhered

to the Law againft the Violence and mad
Maxims which then prevailed, as Traitors

;

but the Name of traitors and Rebels were,

by Laud's Followers and Creatures, beftowed
upon our firft pious Reformers 5 and with

Pa th«
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the Reformation itfelf great Faults were

found, efpecially with thofe Parts of it

which retrenched the Wealth and Power (^

the Clergy: Popifh Ceremonies were daily

reftored, with the Bowings, Grimaces, Pi-

aures, and Forms ufually feen at Popifh

Chappels and Mafles j and all Men were per-

fecuted, many ruined, who oppofed fuch

fcandalous Innovations, tending only to ad-

vance Superflition and Prieftcraft.

Why many of thefe Innovations, and fuch

Defedion from the Reformation ftill conti-

nue, I leave you, holy Father, to confider

and explain. I defire this of you the rather,

for that I am told, that you often hold up

your Hands, and wonder how Clergymen

can by their Writings contradia what they

have once fubfcribed.

That you fhould wonder at this, is indeed

matter of Wonder. Is there one of you that

conforms to the genuine Senfe, or even to

the Words of the Articles ? Are not thefe

Articles Cakinijical? Were they not compo-

fed by Cahinifts ? And are you not now, and

have been long, all Armintans ? And do you

not preach and write againft the Presbyteri-

ans who defend PredeJii7tationy which is one

©f your own Articles f

Will you fay that Articles, will you fay

that Oaths, are to be taken in a Senfe diiFe-

rcnt
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rent from the Words, different from the

Meaning of thofe who compofe them ? If

you do, then you maintain that Papijis, nay,

that Mahometans may fubfcribeourProteftant

Articles, and be ftill Mahometans and Paptjls-,

and that Jacobites may take the State Oaths,

and be flill Jacobites.

What Subfcriptions or Declarations, or in-

deed what other Ties can bind Men, who,
after they have folcmnly teftified that they

are called by the Holy Ghojl^ yet fubfcribc the

direct contrary to what they believe, fubfcribe

the Do(3:rines of Cahin, yet remain Antago-

nifts to Calvin ? Is this Practice, this folemn

Affertion of a Falfhood, for the Honour of
Religion, or of Churchmen ? Or, is it not

the diredl Method to harden Men againfl

Truth and Confcience, and to turn holy

Things into Contempt ? Yet you ftill go on
to fubfcribe thole Articles, ftill to disbelieve

and contradict them, yet never attempt to

alter or abolifh them. Does fuch contradi-

ctory Doings ihew any Regard for Religion,

or for Truth or Decency ?

After fuch Departure from the dodtrinal

Articles, you cannot with any Decency blame
fuch who differ from your Notions about

Church Power and Difcipline. The Church
and Conftitution of England neither owns
nor knows any Clergymen but fuch who de-

3 rive
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rive all their Power from the Law : All others

are Pretenders, or rather Deferters, and would

be Ufurpers, if the Laity and the Law would

let them. Such Clergymen therefore as dif-

claim all Power,andPomp, and Revenue what-

foever, but what the Law and Laymen give

them, are the only Clergy that Laymen ought

to reverence or indeed acknowledge : All the

reft, who aflert a prior Right, and have fu-

perior Demands, ihould be confidered as

lurking Enemies or bold Invaders, and care-

fully watched and refilled. Nor is it fmall

want of Modefty in you, and fuch as are like

you, to cenfure fuch Clergymen as adhere to

the Law and Conftitution, whilll you afTume

to yourfelves a Latitude to dilTent from your

very Articles, with fpiritual Chara(Sters and

Powers, fuperior to the Law, and indepen-

dent upon it.

Can any Layman, who has common Senfe,

or common Notions of Truth and Liberty,

bear with Patience a Spirit fo arrogant, with

fuch a faucy and inconfiflent Behaviour?

Far different, and indeed quite oppofite was

the Spirit of the Reformation. Nor is Re-

verence due to any Clergyman in whom this

laft Spirit is not found. Neither are they at

all Clergymen of the Church of England^ in

whom the contrary Spirit is found. Can any

Layman be at a Moment's lofs to know, what
fort
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fort of Clergymen are moft ufeful and amia-

ble to him ; they who fet up to command
him, and confequently to put Chains upon

him ; or they who claim only the Liberty to

inftrudt and advife him, and therefore leave

him ijill as free as he was before ?

Be pleafed alfo, holy Father, to inftrud

me in the Nature and Efficacy of Ahfolution,

Is it authoritative, and proceeding from the

Power of the Priefl only ? or is it conditio-

nal, and only a Declaration that God will

accept, or hath accepted fincere Repentance?

IfGod pardons upon Repentance, what Force

is in Abfolution, or what Ufe, further than

to eafe poor Sinners, by aiTuring them, that

if they have repented, God has forgiven

them ? If this be all, any Man, even the Sin-

ner himfelf, may pronounce fuch a Declara-

tion upon himfelf. Or does God flay to for-

give, even after Repentance, till the Prieft

pronounces Abfolution ? If fo, has not the

Priefl a greater Share than God in faving

Men ; nay, a fuperior Power, if his part

comes flrfl, and his Abfolution takes place

of, and introduces God's Pardon ? If Repen-
tance fufHces without a Priefl or Abfolution,

then what figniiies either upon fuch Occa-
fion, further than for a Declaration of Com-
fort ? And without Repentance, what avails

Abfolution ? Will you fay that it avails ?

Or
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Or has our blefled Saviour ever faid fo?
YoH mufl needs know what extravagant

Politions, and what impious Claims ofPower,
have been confidently derived from this Pri-

vilege of Priefls to pronounce Abfolution,

as if it inferred a Power to damn and 6ive

;

though it be really no more than what any
Man may pronounce to another, or to him-
felf, or to many, if they defire it, or will

hear it. Has not this therefore, as well as

many other pious Pra(5lices, been horribly

abufed and perverted by the ungodly Craft

of felfifh Priefts ?

Whilft I am giving you all this Trouble,

and tiring you with fo many Queftions, per-

mit me, holy Father, to mix a little Com-
fort with fo much Freedom and Importu-
nity, I am told that your Eafe and Reft

are greatly interrupted and broken by the

Increafe and Prevalence of Free-thinking. Be
not too much frightened; the Mob and
the Many will always be orthodox, always

true to the Church, to Holy-Days, and pi-

ous Rioting, for Reafons too apparent to

need mention. The Number of Free-think-

ers, that is, of Men who bring all Things
to the Bar and Trial of right Reafon, can

never be fo very great as juflly to alarm the

Clergy, can never greatly diminiih the Ma-
jority of a Country, who will always be of

the
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the Church in vogue, always have Re-

ligion, if not that of Reafon and Na-
ture, yet furely that of Authority and

of the Priefthood, v^ho arc themfelves

always conformable to EilabliQiments and

Tithes, and the prevailing Faith.

I doubt it will not be equally pleafing

to you, to be told, at leaft to have the

Publick told, that it is by no means Free-

thiiiking which fills the Goals, or loads

the Gallows, or even peoples Exchange-

Alley^ or increafes publick or private Kna*

very, or contributes at all towards it. Was
the South-Sea Scheme the Eifecft of Free-

thinking? Sir Jchn Blunt was a great Saint

and Frequenter of the Ordinances; nor

"were any of his Confederates fufpedied of

Deifm. Was it Free-thi?iking that contri-

.ved or promoted nationah MalTacres, that

of Ireland or of Faris f Has it produced

or aflifted the Inquifition or Perfecution ?

Was the Monk St. Dominic a Free-think-

.er, or was Bifhop Laud one ? Has Free-

thinking encouraged, or have Free-think-

ers perpetrated particular Murders or Af-

faffinations? Was Ravillac a Free-thinker,

or was he who murdered the Prince of
Orange F Or was he one, who offered to

murder the late King ? Are the Bandit-ti

and Affaflins in Italy Free-thinkers ? Are
E not
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not thefe Villains good Cathollcks, and
Frequenters of Churches ? Do any of our

own Thieves die Free-thinkers ? Do they

not generally die good Churchmen, Ca-
tholic or Proteftant, and always of fomc
Religion ? Was the famous Murdrefs Sa-

rah Malcolm a Free-thinker? Did {he die

one, or declare that {he had lived one ?

No i holy Father ! Free-thinking has no
Profelytes in Newgate or Excha?tge-Alley,

I doubt it will be found that it is not

Free-thinking that {leals in Shops, or cheats

behind Counters, or robs Houfes, or cuts

Throats. Nor is it Free-thinking that ab^

fohes Criminals of any fort, much lefs

I'raitors and AJfaJjim^ nor confequently

encourages fuch Crimes. I could, had I

time, enlarge with Succefs on this Sub-

jed:, and convince all Men, that Free-

thinking difclaims all Alliance with Vice

and Mobs, and dilTolute Men; and leaves

all Knaves, Profligates, and Hypocrites,

to Conformity and Creeds^ and the nume-
rous Train of Orthodoxy.

It feems you have likewife found great

Evils occafioned by People's not coming
to Church. My own Opinion is, that

when People find themfelves edified by
going, they will go: when they are not

edified, their going avails not. If the Peo-

ple
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pie had the Choice of their own Minl-

iters, as in the primitive Times they had,

'tis more than probable they would go
oftner. But when they neitiier like the

Man nor the Matter, 'tis not likely that

they will hear either. I was therefore fur-

prized to hear that fome of your Scouts

and humble Agents, (employed, I fuppofe,

to try the Pulfe of the Publick) have men-
tioned compLilfory La\vs, ftill in force, to

oblige People to go to Church. Prav, can

you reconcile fuch a Law, if there be one,

to the Principles and Laws oi Tolera-

tion .? Could any fuch Law be at hrll

procured but by the SoUicitations of the

perfecuting Clergy ? Or could any but

Perfecutors foUicit fuch a Law ? Is it juft

or chriftian, to force any Man to hear wliac

or whom he likes not ? V/ould a High-
churchman care to be forced to hear a

Presbyterian Preacher, fuppofe in a Coun-
try where there were no other, as in Ge-
7ieija .? And (hould he not do as he would
be done by ? No penal Laws whatroe-

ver were, or ever couid be, prompred by
a Chriflian Spirit. And befides tins Ccn-
lideration, I wonder how any Man can

contend for the Continuance of Tefts and
Penalties here in Rjiglandy as you do, and
yet be againfl the Exercife of fuch ia

E 2 Scotland.
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Scotland, Is this equal Jullice, or' equal

Charity ?

I {hould be quite too tedious to my
Readers and myfelf (to you, holy Father,

I fear I have been lb already) fhould I

but touch every Topick that deferves your •

Animadverfion and that of the Publick.

I cannot forbear nientioning one Pradtice

very common amongil: you Churchmen

,

though it be deftitute of all Candor, of

all Truth and Charity. Whenever any

clerical Folly, or Artifice, or Ufurpation,

or falfe Pofition, is attacked, he who does

' fo, fcarce ever fails of being accufed, of

having attacked whatever isj'erious and/^-

cred; and he is. confidently charged with

Irreligion, though he has evidently efpoufed

and defended Religion againfl fuch as had

profaned it, and blended it with Superfli-

tion and Power.

This Method of yours may have fome

Effed upon the Vulgar j but with Men
ef Scnfe, it hurts you, by difcovering

what you mean by Tubings ferious and ja-

crcd. If by thefe Words you underftood

only the Gojpely and Co?iJcience, and the

Duties enjoined by either, you could have

taken no Ofience at any Writings which

commend and vindicate Chriftianity, and

only expofe what weakens and defaces it,

even
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even the Pride, and Violence of domi-
neering and fuperflitious Priefhs. That
there are fuch Prieils, I prefume you will

not deny; nor that fuch Priefts ad: not
in all Things, or indeed hardly in any,

upon the Foot and Motives of the Gof-
pel.

That my late Sermon is entirely upon
the Chriftian Scheme, and in the Chri-

ftian Stile, I aver, and every Man may
perceive ; and therefore no Man, who re-

gards Chriftianity and civil Liberty, can

pofTibly diflike it. What it attacks is cle-

rical Wantonnefs, clerical Superftition and

Fury, Tyranny and Ufurpation, both in

the State and in the Church. If there-

fore that Sermon provoke you, it is ma-
nifeft what pleafes you, what you ap-

prove, and what you purfue. For myfelf

I can fay truly, and therefore boldly, that

my Writings are entirely conformable to

the Religion and Laws of my Country

:

Nor can any impartial Judge affirm of

that Sermon, or of any Performance of

mine (if there be any more of mine, be-

fidcs that and this) what I have often

heard the ableft Lawyers in this Nation
affirm of a bulky Performance of yours.

That it is a Libel upon the Laws a?2d Con-

jiitution of England, and ought to be hurried

by the Hand of the Common Hangman.
Here
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Here I humbly bend my Knee, holy

Father, and kiffing your Veftment, fub-

feribe myfelf with profound Adoration,

Tour Great Admirer^

Lincoln s-Tnriy

March 8. 1732-3.

And Dutiful Son,

A Layman.

i^^/f-










